correspondent in 1883. He was also an active sportsman during these years, representing Canterbury in both rugby and cricket.
In 1883, Reeves' poetic tendencies became publicly apparent, when he edited a book of comic verse, drawn largely from the Lyttelton Times.
Canterbury Rhymes had first appeared in 1867, and Reeves took the opportunity of a second edition to add two comic ballads of his own, written in jaunty fourteeners and anapaests. These are typical of the whole volume: unspectacular but mildly amusing renditions of Canterbury anecdote. In his Preface, Reeves anticipated exactly these criticisms, justifying the book not for its 'poetical merit', but as a 'pleasant, unpretending record … of the amusements, quarrels, politics, and progress of Provincial Canterbury'.
The progress of Provincial Canterbury was confirmed as Reeves' main public concern when, in 1885, he became editor of the Canterbury Times, a weekly from the same stable as the Lyttelton Times. He was, for example, an advocate for the construction of the Midland Railway line from Christchurch to Nelson, a stance that aligned him with the national Government led by Robert Stout and Julius Vogel. In 1887, Reeves organised the Canterbury Electors' Association, essentially the first organised political party in New Zealand, to contest that year's election. Even though the Stout-Vogel Government was defeated, Reeves was elected to the House of Representatives. Significantly, he had campaigned as a champion of men against money, a viewpoint which he was to articulate with increasing clarity during his political career, in speeches noted for their oratory and humour.
Reeves' parliamentary career did not curtail his other interests. He married Maud Robison in 1885, and the first of their three children was born in 1887.
He continued to play first-class cricket until 1888, and to write for his father's newspapers, becoming editor of the Lyttelton paper in 1889. He tried his hand at short stories, publishing one each in the Canterbury Times and Zealandia.
The latter story is a politically motivated fable of revenge against a large estate holder, the stock enemy of the Liberal voter. In contrast, Colonial 
